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Part I. 

Rejection(s) discussed: 

Rejections of the Final Office Action mailed 11/18/04 

Claims discussed: 
1-9 

Prior art documents discussed: 
Prior art of record including Gordon '132 

Part II. 

SUBSTANCE OF INTERVIEW DESCRIBING THE GENERAL NATURE OF WHAT WAS DISCUSSED: 

See Continuation Sheet 



Part III. 

03 It is not necessary for applicant to provide a separate record of the substance of the interview, since the interview 
directly resulted in the allowance of the application. The examiner will provide a written summary of the substance 
of the interview in the Notice of Allowability. 

□ It is not necessary for applicant to provide a separate record of the substance of the interview, since the interview 
did not result in resolution of all issues. A brief summary by the examiner appears in Part II above. 
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Continuation of Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was discussed: Applicant 
suggested amending claim to recite the bird as having a motor and movable wings connected to the motor. Examiner 
stated that the bird structure of Gordon has both a motor and movable wings although the motor of Gordon is not 
located inside the bird. Examiner also stated that Gordon does not disclose the motor inside the bird nor a suspension 
line for suspending the bird from the at least one arm. Examiner stated that these features plus the flying action of the 
bird due to the up and down flapping of the wings of the bird are not disclosed in the prior art of record. Applicant 
agreed to Examiner's proposed amendments. Please see the Examiner's Amendment for details. 



